UNCLASSIFIED 

I  OF  I  I 


HORNER  AND  SHIFRIN  INC  ST  LOUIS  MO  F/6  13/13 

NATIONAL  DAM  SAFETY  PROGRAM.  BROWN  LAKE  DAM  (MO  31251) »  UPPER  M— ■ ETC(U) 

OCT  80  DACW43-80-C-0063 

NL 


SDA104656 


UPPER  MISSISSIPPI  -  KASKASKIA  -  ST.  LOUIS  BASIN , 


BROWN  LAKE  DAM, 

FRANKLIN  COUNTY,  MISSOURI . 
MO  31251 


PHASE  1  INSPECTION  REPORT 
NATIONAL  DAM  SAFETY  PROGRAM* 


United  States  Army 
Corps  of  Engineers 

...Serving  the  Army 
. . .  Serving  the  Nation 

St.  Louis  District 


PREPARED  BY:  U.S.  ARMY  ENGINEER  DISTRICT,  ST.  LOUIS 
FOR:  STATE  OF  MISSOURI 


as  ool°*  ct- 


81  9  28  063 


-i 


OCTOBER  1980 


_ UNCLASSIFIED _ 

SECURITY  CLASSIFICATION  OF  THIS  PAGE  (TWi«n  Cm  Entered) 

S  REPORT  DOCUMENTATION  PAGE 


!.  REPORT  NUMBER 

4.  TITLE  (and  Submit) 

Phase  I  Dam  Inspection  Report 
National  Dam  Safety  Program 
Brown  Lake  Dam  (MO  31251) 
^ranklin  County,  Missouri 

IT-  AUTHORfa.) 

Horner  &  Shifrln,  Inc. 


2.  GOVT  ACCESSION  NO. 


READ  INSTRUCTIONS 
_ BEFORE  COMPLETING  FORM 

S.  RECIPIENT’S  CATALOG  NUMBER 


'b-A/o*/  65  6 


s.  type  of  report  a  period  covered 


(  Final  Report 

S.  PERFORMING  ORG.  REPORT  NUMBER 


8.  CONTRACT  OR  GRANT  NUMBER/*) 


DACW^  3-80-C-0063 


9.  PERFORMING  ORGANIZATION  NAME  AND  ADDRESS 

(J.S.  Army  Engineer  District,  St.  Louis 

Dam  Inventory  and  Inspection  Section,  LMSED-PD 

210  Tucker  Blvd.,  North,  St.  Louis,  Mo.  63101 

11.  CONTROLLING  OFFICE  NAME  AND  ADDRESS 

U.S.  Army  Engineer  District,  St.  Louis  /  / 

Dam  Inventory  and  Inspection  Section,  LMSED-PD . ' 

210  Tucker  Blvd.,  North,  St.  Louis,  Mo.  63101 

U.  l*CRUTORlNG  AGENCY  NAME  a  AODRESSflf  tram  Controlling  Ollice) 

i  (6  National  Dam  Safety  Program.  Brown  Lake 
■666  Dam  (MO  31251),  Upper  Mississippi  -  Kask- 
askia  -  St.  Louis  Basin,  Franklin  County, 
_ Missouri.  Phase  I  Inspection  Report.  — 

1*.  DISTRir - - - - - 


10.  PROGRAM  ELEMENT.  PROJECT,  TASK 
AREA  A  WORK  UNIT  NUMBERS 


.  12.  REPORT  DATE 

’  October  1980 

tS.  NUMBER  OF  PAGES 

Approximately  50 _ 

15.  SECURITY  CLASS.  ( ol  title  report) 


UNCLASSIFIED 


15a.  DECLASSIFICATION/ DOWNGRADING 
SCHEDULE 


Approved  for  release;  distribution  unlimited. 


17.  DISTRIBUTION  STATEMENT  (of  the  ebetrect  entered  In  Block  20,  If  different  from  Report) 


ft.  SUPPLEMENTARY  NOTES 


19.  KEY  WORDS  (Continue  on  rereree  aide  if  neceeeery  end  Identify  by  block  number) 

Dam  Safety,  Lake,  Dam  Inspection,  Private  Dams 


So* ABSTRACT  (Centrum  en  revere*  *Mi  ft  neceeeery  end  Identity  by  block  number) 

This  report  was  prepared  under  the  National  Program  of  Inspection  of 
Non-Federal  Dams.  This  report  assesses  the  general  condition  of  the  dam  with 
respect  to  safety,  based  on  available  data  and  on  visual  inspection,  to 
determine  if  the  dam  poses  hazards  to  human  life  or  property. 


/II 


no  fc 

w  I  J, 


EDITION  OF  I  NOV  «S  IS  OBSOLETE 


»  ••  • 


f  f  S  V  .J  UNCLASSIFIED  1  [s 

SECURITY  CLASSIFICATION  OF  TNIS  PAGE  fWh«n  Dele  Entered) 


UPPER  MISSISSIPPI  -  KASKASKIA  -  ST.  LOUIS  BASIN 


BROWN  LAKE  DAM 
FRANKLIN  COUNTY,  MISSOURI 
MO  31251 


PHASE  1  INSPECTION  REPORT 
NATIONAL  DAM  SAFETY  PROGRAM 


United  States  Army 
Corps  of  Engineers 

. . .  Serving  fhr  A  rm y 
...Serving  the  Notion 

St.  Louis  District 


PREPARED  BY:  U  S.  ARMY  ENGINEER  DISTRICT,  ST.  LOUIS 
FOR:  STATE  OF  MISSOURI 


OCTOBER  1980 


r 


DEPARTMENT  OF  THE  ARMY 

ST.  LOUIS  DISTRICT.  CORPS  Of  ENGINEERS 

210  TUCKER  BOULEVARD.  NORTH 

ST.  LOUIS.  MISSOURI  6310! 


LMSED-P 


SUBJECT :  Brown  Lake  Dam,  MO  31231,  Phase  I  Inspection  Report 


This  report  presents  the  results  of  field  inspection  and  evaluation  of  the 
Brown  Lake  Dam  (MO  31251): 

It  was  prepared  under  the  National  Program  of  Inspection  of  Non-Federal  Dams. 

This  dam  has  been  classified  as  unsafe,  non-emergency  by  the  St.  Louis 
District  as  a  result  of  the  application  of  the  following  criteria: 

1)  Spillway  will  not  pass  50  percent  of  the  Probable  Maximum  Flood 
without  overtopping  the  dam. 

2)  Overtopping  of  the  dam  could  result  in  failure  of  the  dam. 

3)  Dam  failure  significantly  increases  the  hazard  to  loss  of  life 
downstream. 
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PHASE  I  REPUR r 


NATIONAL  DAM  SAFETY  PROGRAM 


Name  of  Dam: 

State  Located: 
County  Located: 
Stream: 

Date  of  Inspection: 


Brown  Lake  Dam 
Missouri 
E  rank  I  in 

Su!  >1  r  i  In  it  a  ry  of  Pin  Oak  Creek 
:>'l  A.  mu  r  1  oyu 


The  Brown  Lake  Dam  was  visually  inspected  'sy  onui nee ring  personnel  of 
Horner  3c  Shifrin,  Inc.,  Consulting  engineers,  St.  Louis,  Missouri.  The 
purpose  of  this  inspection  was  to  assess  the  general  condition  of  the  dam  with 
respect  to  safety  and,  based  upon  this  inspection  and  available  data, 
determine  if  the  dam  poses  a  hazard  to  human  life  or  property. 


The  following  summarizes  the  findings  of  the  visual  inspection  and  the 
results  of  certain  hydrologic/hydraulic  investigations  performed  under  the 
direction  of  the  inspection  team.  Based  on  the  visual  inspection  and  the 
results  of  the  hydrologic/hydraulic  investigations,  the  present  general 
condition  of  the  dam  is  considered  to  be  less  than  satisfactory.  The 
following  deficiencies  were  noticed  during  the  inspection  and  are  considered 
to  have  an  adverse  effect  on  the  overall  safety  and  future  operation  of  the 
dam: 

1.  Much  of  the  embankment  had  been  recently  plowed,  including  the 

upstream  face  to  within  about  3  feet  of  the  waterline,  the  crest,  and 
about  two-thirds  of  the  downs t i earn  face  nf  the  dam,  leaving  the 
slopes  unprotected  and  subject  to  erosion  by  stormwater  runoff.  With 
the  exception  of  the  vegetative  cover  near  tin:-  waterline,  the 
upstream  face  of  the  dam  was  unprotected,  and  erosion,  apparently  by 
wave  action  and/or  by  fluctuations  of  the  lake  surface  level,  has 
created  a  near  vertical  bank  approximately  l‘.>  inches  high  at  the 
normal  waterline.  Veqetative  cover  is  not  considered  adequate 
protection  to  prevent  erosion  by  wave  action  or  fluctuation*,  of  the 


! 


lake  level.  Loss  of  embankment  material  by  erosion  can  he 
detrimental  to  the  structural  stability  of  the  dam. 

2.  Seepage,  as  characterized  by  wet,  soft  ground  and  cattails  was 
observed  at  the  toe  of  the  downstream  slope  in  an  area  which  extended 
about  150  feet  from  the  original  stream  channel  toward  the  left 
abutment.  Uncontrol  led  seepage  could  develop  into  a  piping  condition 
(progressive  internal  erosion)  that  can  lead  to  failure  of  the  dam. 
Saturation  of  the  soil  adjacent  to  the  dam  can  weaken  the  foundation 
and  impair  the  stability  of  the  dam. 

3.  The  dam,  according  to  survey  data  obtained  during  the  inspection  and 
information  obtained  from  the  Owner's  representative,  appears  to  have 
settled,  perhaps  as  much  as  1.7  feet,  in  the  vicinity  of  the  original 
stream  crossing.  Low  areas  in  the  , j;,in  crest  reduce  dam  freeboard  and 
penalize  spillway  capacity. 

A.  Numerous  small  trees  were  present  at  the  normal  water! :ne  on  the 
upstream  face  of  the  dam.  Tree  i  out  ;  can  provide  pa- ;snn ••••»;  ivs  for 
lake  seepage  which  could  lead  to  a  pining  condition  resulting  in 
failure  of  the  dam. 

According  to  the  criteria  set  forth  in  the  recommended  guidelines,  the 
magnitude  of  the  spillway  design  flood  for  the  Brown  Lake  Dam,  which  is 
classified  as  small  in  size  and  of  high  hazard  potential ,  is  specified  to  he  a 
minimum  of  one-haLf  the  Probable  Maximum  flood  (PMF).  The  Probable  Maximum 
Flood  (PMF)  is  the  flood  that,  may  he  expected  f>om  the  most  severe  combination 
of  critical  meteorologic  and  hydrologic  conditions  that  are  reasonably 
possible  in  the  region.  Considering  the  fact  that  a  small  volume  of  water  is 
impounded  by  the  dam,  that  the  flood  olain  downstream  of  the  dam  is  fairly 
broad,  and  that  the  level  of  the  dwellings,  including  the  mobile  homes,  within 
the  estimated  flood  damage  zone  are  at  elevations  appreciably  above  the  bank 
of  the  downstream  channel,  it.  is  recommended  that  the  spillway  for  this  dam  he 
designed  for  one-half  the  Probable  Maximum  Flood. 


According  to  Mr.  Nelson  Porter,  the  Owner's  representative,  since 
completion  of  the  dam  in  l'*??,  the  lake  level  has  nev>-r  reached  the  elevation 
of  the  spillway.  At  the  time  nf  the  inspection,  the  lake  level  was  about  c>. ? 
feet  below  the  spillway  crest.  Judging  by  an  eroden  wave  terrace  on  the 
upstream  face  of  the  dam,  the  lake  had  been  for  some  period  of  time 
approximately  one  foot  higher  than  the  observed  levei.  Mr.  Porter  indicated 
that  the  highest  lake  level  experienced  to  date  was  probably  about  2.5  feet 
below  the  spillway  crest  or  approximately  ?.7  feet  higher  than  the  level  at 
the  time  of  inspection.  For  the  purpose  of  the  hydraui ic/hydrologic 
investigations  performed  for  this  dam,  the  level  of  the  lake  just  prior  to  the 
beginning  of  the  assumed  antecedent  storms  for  the  Probable  Maximum  Flood  and 
the  one  percent  chance  (100-year  frequency)  flood,  was  assumed  to  be  the 
elevation  of  the  eroded  wave  terrace  on  the  upstream  face  of  the  dam,  or  four 
feet  below  the  spillway  crest. 

According  to  survey  data  obtained  during  the  inspection,  the  minimum 
elevatipn  of  the  dam  crest  near  the  left  end  of  the  dam  was  found  to  be 
approximately  0.1  foot  higher  than  the  crest  of  the  spillway,  and  the 
elevation  of  the  top  of  the  dam  near  the  center  nf  the  structure  was  found  to 
be  only  0.3  foot  higher  than  the  spillway  crest.  Considering  the  obvious 
erosion  potential  of  the  dam  (the  entire  dam  surface  including  the  spillway 
area  had  recently  been  plowed)  and  the  fact  that  very  little  difference  exists 
between  the  top  of  dam  elevation  and  the  spillway  crest  elevation,  the 
effective  elevation  of  the  ton  of  dam  was.  considered  to  he  the  elevation  of 
the  spillway  crest,  or  elevation  hbO.O. 

Results  of  a  hydrologic/hydraulic  analysis  indicated  that  the  reservoir  is 
not  capable  of  storing  the  runoff  resulting  from  a  storm  of  one-half  PMF 
magnitude  without  overtopping  the  dam.  The  reservoir  is  capable  of  storing, 
above  the  level  of  the  assumed  antecedent  storm,  the  runoff  corresponding  to  a 
storm  of  about  9  percent  of  the  PMF  without  overtopping  the  dam,  and  for  all 
practical  purposes,  the  runoff  from  the  1  percent  chance  (100-year  frequency) 
flood.  According  to  the  St.  Louis  District,  Corps  of  Engineers,  the  length  of 
the  downstream  damage  zone,  should  failure  of  the  dam  occur,  is  estimated  to 
be  two  miles.  Accordingly,  within  the  possible  damage  zone  are  five 
dwellings,  nine  mobile  homes,  and  three  buildings. 


A  review  of  available  data  did  not  disclose  that  seepage  or  stability 
analyses  of  the  dam  were  performed.  This  is  considered  a  deficiency  and 

should  be  rectified. 

It  is  recommended  that  the  Owner  take  the  necessary  action  without  undue 
delay  to  correct  or  control  the  deficiencies  and  safety  defects  reported 
herein.  Priority  should  be  given  to  increasing  tine  height  of  the  dam  and/or 
the  size  of  the  spillway. 


Harold  B.  Lockett 
p.  E.  Missouri  E-4189 


V-  <rt  i '  -<L>  r  -l, 

Albert  R.  Becker,  Jr.  ' 
p.  E.  Missouri  E-9168 
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SEC  T I  ON  1  -  1’RODLDI  INI  ORMAf  ION 

1.1  GENERAL 

a.  Authority .  The  National  Dam  Inspection  Act,  Public  Law  92-367,  Dated 
8  August  1972,  authorized  the  Secretary  of  the  Army,  through  the  Corps  or 
Engineers,  to  initiate  a  program  of  safety  inspection  of  dams  throughout  the 
United  States.  Pursuant  to  the  above,  the  St.  Louis  District,  Corps  of 
Engineers,  directed  that  a  safety  inspection  of  the  Drown  Lake  Dam  be  made. 

b.  Purpose  of  Inspection.  The  purpose  of  this  visual  inspection  was  to 
make  an  assessment  of  the  general  condition  of  the  dam  with  respect  to  safety 
and,  based  upon  available  data  and  this  inspection,  determine  if  the  dam  poses 
a  hazard  to  human  life  or  property. 

c.  Evaluation  Criteria.  This  evaluation  was  performed  in  accordance 
with  the  "Phase  I"  investigation  procedures  as  pres  -ribed  in  "Recommended 
Guidelines  for  Safety  Inspection  of  Dams",  Appendix  D  In  "Report  to  the  Chief 
of  Engineers  on  the  National  Program  of  Inspect  ion  id'  Non-Fedem 1  Dams",  d  ited 
May  1975. 

1.2  DESCRIPTION  OF  PROJECT 

a.  Description  of  Dam  and  Appurtenances.  The  Drown  Lake  Dam  is  an 
earthfill  type  embankment  rising  approximately  31  feet  above  the  natural 
streambed  at  the  downstream  toe  of  the  barrier.  The  embankment  has  an 
upstream  slope  of  approximately  Iv  on  Ah,  a  crest  width  of  about.  18  feet,  and 
a  downstream  slope  on  the  order  of  Iv  on  3.1h.  The  length  of  the  dam  is 
approximately  5A5  feet.  A  plan  and  profile  of  the  dam  are  shown  on  Plate  3, 
and  a  cross-section  of  the  dam  is  shown  on  Plate  A.  At  spillway  crest 
elevation,  the  reservoir  impounded  by  the  dam  occupies  approximately  3  acres. 
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There  is  no  drawdown  facility  to  dewater  the  lake.  An  overview  photograph  of 
the  dam  is  shown  at  the  rear  of  the  preface  at  the  front  of  the  report. 


The  spillway,  a  shallow  earthen  V-section,  is  located  at  the  right,  or 
west,  abutment.  The  spillway  outlet  channel  joins  a  natural  swale  located 
downstream  of  the  dam  at  a  point  about  200  feet  from  the  crest  of  the  dam. 

The  swale,  in  turn,  joins  the  original  stream  channel  about  300  feet  beyond 
the  toe  of  the  dam.  Apparent  settlement  of  the  dam  has  lowered  the  dam  crest 
to  a  point  where  there  is  virtually  no  difference  in  elevation  between  the  top 
of  the  dam  and  the  spillway  crest.  A  profile  and  cross-section  of  the 
spillway  are  shown  on  Plate  5. 

b.  Location.  The  darn  is  located  on  an  unnamed  subtr ibutary  of  Pin  Oak 
Creek,  about  0.4  mile  southwest  of  the  intersection  of  St.  Louis  Rock  Road  and 
State  Highway  M  and  approximately  0.5  mile  north  of  the  town  of  Villa  Ridge, 
Missouri,  as  shown  on  the  Regional  Vicinity  Map,  Plate  1.  The  dam  is  Located 
in  Section  10,  Township  43  North,  Range  1  East,  within  Franklin  County. 

c.  Size  Classification.  The  size  classification,  based  on  the  height 
of  the  dam  and  storage  capacity,  is  categorized  as  small  (per  Table  1, 
Recommended  Guidelines  for  Safety  Inspection  of  Dams). 

d.  Hazard  Classification.  The  Brown  Lake  Dam,  according  to  the  St. 

Louis  District,  Corps  of  Engineers,  has  a  high  hazard  potential,  meaning  that 
if  the  dam  should  fail,  there  may  be  loss  of  life,  serious  drainage  to  homes,  or 
extensive  damage  to  agricultural,  industrial ,  and  commercial  facilities, 
important  public  utilities,  main  highways,  or  railroads.  The  estimated  flood 
damage  zone,  should  failure  of  the  dam  occur,  as  determined  by  the  St.  Louis 
District,  extends  two  miles  downstream  of  the  dam.  Within  the  possible  damage 
zone  are  five  dwellings,  nine  mobile  homes,  and  three  buildings.  Those 
features  lying  within  the  downstream  damage  zone  repnrted  by  the  Corps  of 
Engineers,  St.  Louis  District,  were  verified  by  the  inspection  team. 

e.  Ownership .  The  lake  and  dam  are  owrvni  by  Drown  Quarries,  Inc.,  Box 
250,  Washington,  Missouri  63090.  Mr.  Richard  L .  Brown  is  the  President  of 
Brown  Quarries. 


f.  Purpose  of  Dam.  The  pioperty  on  which  the  dam  and  reservoir  are 
located  is  operated  as  a  horse  ranch.  The  reservoir  impounded  by  the  dam  is 
used  for  stock  watering. 

g.  Design  and  Construction  History.  According  to  Mr.  Richard  Brown,  the 
dam  was  constructed  in  1972  by  Mr.  Nelson  Porter,  Farm  Manager  for  the  Owner. 
According  to  Mr.  Porter,  the  dam  was  constructed  without,  the  benefit  of  any 
formal  design  or  engineering  data. 

h.  Normal  Operational  Procedure.  The  lake  level  is  unregulated.  Since 
the  existing  spillway  has  been  negated  hy  apparent  dam  settlement,  there  is  no 
effective  outlet  for  runoff  in  excess  of  the  storage  capacity  of  the  reservoir. 

1.3  PERTINENT  DATA 

a.  Drainage  Area.  The  area  tributary  to  the  Pike  is  for  the  most  part 
pasture land.  The  watershed  above  the  dam  amounts  to  approximately  to  acres. 

The  watershed  area  is  outlined  on  Plate  ?. 

h.  Discharge  at  Damsite. 

(1)  Estimated  known  maximum  discharge  at.  damsite  ...  None  ^ 

(2)  Spillway  capacity  ...  None 

c .  Elevation  (Ft.  above  MSL) .  i Jn.l e ss  o t tie rw i  se  indicated,  the  f o  1 1  o wi ng 
elevations  were  determined  hy  survey  and  are  based  on  the  topographic  data  as 
shown  on  the  1969  Moselle,  Missouri,  Quadrangle  Map,  7.9  Minute  Series. 

(1)  Observed  ponl  ...  6 ‘■4. A 

(2)  Normal  pool  ...  Unknown 

(3)  Mean  annual  high  water  ...  636. U  (per  high  water  mark) 

(4)  Spillway  crest  ...  660. u 


1/  According  to  Mr.  Porter,  the  level  of  the  lake  has  never  reached  the 
elevation  of  the  spillway  crest. 


1-3 


•  - 


(5)  Maximum  experienced  pool  ...  66 7.3  ^ 

(6)  Top  of  dam  ...  660.1  (Min.) 

(7)  Effective  top  of  dam  ...  660.0 

(8)  Streambed  at  centerline  of  dam  ...  676H_  (Fat.) 

(9)  Maximum  tailwater  ...  Unknown 

(10)  Observed  tailwater  ...  None 


d .  Reservoir. 

(1)  Length  at  spillway  crest.  (Elev.  660.0)  ...  600  ft. 

(2)  Length  at  maximum  pool  (Elev.  660.0)  ...  600  ft. 

e.  Storage. 

(1)  Spillway  crest  ...  2 9  ac.  ft. 

(2)  Top  of  dam  ( incremental )  ...  None 

f.  Reservoir  Surface. 


(1)  Spillway  crest  ...  '5. A  acres 

(2)  Top  of  dam  (incremental)  ...  None 

g.  Dam.  The  height  of  the  dam  is  defined  to  be  the  overall  vertical 
distance  from  the  lowest  point  of  foundation  surface  at  the  downstream  toe  of 
the  barrier,  to  the  top  of  the  dam. 

(1)  Type  ...  Earthfili,  homogeneous  ^ 

(?)  Length  ...  5A5  ft. 

(3)  Height  ...  31  ft. 

(A)  Top  width  ...  ) 8  ft . 


\J  Based  on  an  estimate  of  lake  level  as  observed  hy  Mr.  Nelson  Porter,  Farm 
Manager  for  the  Owner. 

2/  Per  Mr.  Nelson  Porter. 
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(5)  Side  slopes 

a.  Upstream  ...  Iv  on  4n  (above  waterline) 

b.  Downstream  ...  !v  on  5. lb 

(6)  Cutoff  ...  Core  trench 

(7)  Slope  protection 

a.  Upstream  ...  Vegetation  t.o  '  feet  above  waterline, 

remainder  -  no  protection  (under  col 

b.  Downstream  ...  75%  -  Vegetation 

6 5%  -  None  (under  cultivation) 


h.  Spil lway . 

(1)  Type  ...  Uncontrolled,  excavated  earth,  V-section 

(2)  Location  ...  Right  abutment 

(3)  Crest  ...  Elevation  660.0 

(4)  Approach  channel  ...  Lake 

(5)  Exit  channel  ...  Unconfined,  earth  (unimproved) 

i .  Emergency  Spillway  . . .  None 

j .  Lake  Drawdown  Facility  . . .  None 
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1/  Per  Mr.  Nelson  Porter. 
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iNGlNt  SKI  NH  DATA 


2.1  DESIGN 

No  engineering  data  relating  to  (ho  design  of  the  dam  are  known  to  exist. 

2.2  CONSTRUCTION 

No  formal  records  were  maintained  during  const  ruction  of  the  dam.  As 
previously  stated,  Brown  Lake  Dam  was  constructed  in  1972  by  Mr.  Nelson 
Porter,  Farm  Manager  for  the  Owner.  An  interview  with  Mr.  Porter  indicated 
that  a  core  trench  approximately  40  feet  wide  was  excavated  about  4  feet  deep 
along  the  alignment  of  the  dam.  Mr.  Porter  indicated  that  a  seam  of  gravel 
was  encountered  near  the  left  abutment  and  that  the  core  trench  was  excavated 
to  bedrock  just  below  the  gravel.  Mr.  Porter  reported  that:  fill  for  the  dam 
was  obtained  from  the  area  now  occupied  by  the  lake,  and  was  compacted  with 
the  equipment  used  to  construed,  the  darn.  According  to  Mr.  Porter,  the 
elevation  of  the  top  at  the  center  of  the  dam  was  about  two  feet  higher  than 
at  the  abutments  at  the  time  the  dam  was  cumpbd  ;d. 

2.?  OPERATION 

The  lake  level  is  uncontrolled.  The  level  of  the  lake  is  intended  to  he 
governed  by  the  elevation  of  the  crest  of  the  spillway.  However,  apparent 
settlement  of  the  dam  has  lowered  the  dam  crest  to  a  point  where  there  is 
virtually  no  difference  in  elevation  between  the  top  of  the  dam  and  the 
spillway  crest.  No  indication  was  found  that  the  dam  has  been  overtopped. 

Mr.  Nelson  Porter  reported  that  the  lam  has  never  been  overtopped  and  that  the 
highest  lake  level  observed  was  approximately  9.  A  feet:  lower  than  the  crest,  of 
the  spillway. 

2.4  EVALUATION 

a.  Availability.  Engineerinu  data  for  assessing  the  design  of  the  dim 
and  spillway  were  unavailable. 


b. 


Adequacy .  No  data  available.  Seepage  and  stability  analyses 
comparable  to  the  requirements  of  the  "Recommended  Guidelines  for  Safety 
Inspection  of  Dams"  were  not  available,  which  is  considered  a  deficiency. 
These  seepage  and  stability  analyses  should  tie  performed  for  appropriate 
loading  conditions  (including  earthquake  loads)  and  made  a  matter  of  record. 

c.  Val idity .  Considering  the  watershed  to  lake  ratio,  approximately  9 
to  1,  the  fact  that  the  observed  seepage  was  relatively  minor,  and  that  the 
dam  is  about  8  years  old,  it  is  unclear  why  trie  reservoir  lias  not  filled  to 
spillway  level.  A  possible  explanation  is  the  underlying  geologic  condition: 
which,  as  indicated  in  Section  3.1b,  can  be  a  source  of  reservoir  leakage  if 
the  soil  cover  is  relatively  thin. 


SECTION  3  -  VISUAL,  INSPLT.IIUN 


3.1  FINDINGS 

a.  General .  A  visual  inspection  of  the  Brown  Like  Dam  was  made  by 
Horner  &  Shifrin  engineering  personnel,  R.  F.  Gauthoff,  Civil  Engineer, 

H.  B.  Lockett,  Hydrologist,  and  A.  B.  Becker,  Jr.,  Civil  and  Soils  Engineer, 
on  28  August  1980.  An  examination  of  the  dam  area  was  also  made  by  an 
engineer inq  geologist,  Jerry  D.  Higgins,  Ph.D. ,  a  consultant  retained  by 
Horner  <X  Shifrin  for  the  purpose  of  assessing  the  site  geology.  Also  examined 
at  the  time  of  the  inspection  were  the  areas  and  features  below  the  dam  within 
the  potential  flood  damage  zone.  Photographs  of  the  dam  taken  at  the  time  of 
the  inspection  are  included  on  pages  A- 1  through  A-'-'  of  Appendix  A.  The 
locations  of  the  photographs  taken  during  the  inspection  are  indicated  on 
Plate  3. 

b.  Site  Geology.  Brown  Lake  Pam  i  •.  Luca  ted  within  l  he  Salem  Plateau 
Section  of  the  Ozark  Plateau-.  Phys  iographi  P-  >vitw  near  the  harder  with  the 
Dissected  Till  Plains  Section  ef  i  entrc  1,  owl  mu-.  Province.  The 
topography  is  rolling,  with  a  maximum  of  apmox  imaf-clv  •*U  feet  of  relief 
between  the  reserve  i  t  .<n<J  !  he  surrounding  drainage  divider,.  No  outcrops  were 
found  on  the  site:  howe%ev,  neai'oy  borings  indicate  the  bedrock  consists  of 
gently  northward-dipping  dr  iovician-age  serii ment.iry  strata  of  the  Jefferson 
City-Cotter  formation.  No  faults  w-re  css  eve;  or  have  been  reported  in  the 
vicinity  of  the  site.  The  Jeff -r  un  Ciiy-Cul ter  is  a  light  brown,  medium  to 
finely  crystalline  dolomite,  it  is  thin-  to  medium-bedded,  often 
argillaceous,  and  chert y .  So  cut  inn-mil  a rqement  of  joints  and  bedding  planes 
frequently  occurs  in  the  dolomite,  and  the  contact,  between  bedrock  and  the 
overlying  surf icial  materials  is  usually  an  i rregular  surface.  Te  mo  solution 
features  are  often  the  source  of  reservoir  leakage  if  the  soil  cover  is 
relatively  thin. 

The  unconsolidated  suifieia!  mat  or ial s  a*  •>  composed  primarily  ot  residual 
clays  overlain  by  loessal  snip..  Too  residual  soils,  formed  frum  in-place 
weathering  of  bedrock,  consist  of  stony,  hlnri-y,  ■ , i  1 1 v  clays  which  are 
somewhat  permeable  and  often  cause  -.eopaq-'1  from  re  .u  ./oj  j ...  ;iy»  loess  al  soils 
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consist  of  deep,  moderately  well -drained  silts  and  si Lty  clays.  In  general, 
these  soils  grade  from  light  hr own  silts  near  the  surface  to  a  friable  silty 
clay  with  depth.  The  soils  are  classified  ML  or  ML-Q.  materials  and  are 
generally  low  in  permeability  hut  susceptible  to  erosion,  especially  on 
slopes.  If  the  residual  clays  and  the  loess. si  soils  are  not  too  thin  and 
protected  from  erosion,  they  are  generally  sui table  for  small  water 
impoundments. 

No  significant  geologic  problems  were  observed  that  would  be  considered  to 
adversely  affect  the  stability  of  the  dam  embankment. 

c.  Dam.  The  visible  portions  of  the  upstream  and  downstream  faces  of 
the  dam  (see  Photos  1  and  ?)  were  examined  and  appeared  to  be  in  sound 
condition.  No  cracking  or  sloughing  of  the  embankment  was  noticed.  The 
crest,  as  well  as  most  of  both  the  upstream  and  downstream  faces  of  the  dam, 
had  been  recently  plowed,  and  were  clear  of  vegetation.  Although  there  was  no 
evidence  of  erosion  in  the  areas  that  had  been  plowed,  it  appeared  that  the 
soils  would  be  easily  eroded  by  stormwater  runoff.  An  examination  of  the 
surficial  material  obtained  from  the  downstream  face  of  the  dam  indicated  it 
to  be  a  yellow-brown,  silty  lean  clay  (CL)  of  low-to-modi.um  plasticity.  Along 
the  upstream  face,  the  area  from  the  waterline  to  about  3  feet  above  the  lake 
level  was  covered  with  grass  about  feet  high,  and  numerous  small  willow 
trees.  No  riprap  was  present  on  the  upstream  face,  and  erosion  of  the 
upstream  face  of  the  dam,  apparently  due  to  wave  action,  had  created  an  almost 
vertical  bank  (see  Photo  A)  up  to  about  lb  indies  in  height  at  the  high  water 
level . 

According  to  Mr.  Nelson  Porter,  Farm  Managin'  for  the  Owner  and  builder  of 
the  dam,  the  dam  was  constructed  about  2  feet  higher  at  the  center  than  at  the 
abutments.  However,  based  on  survey  data  obtained  during  the  inspection,  the 
dam  at  the  center  was  found  to  be  nnlv  0.7  font  higher  than  the  top  of  the  dam 
at  the  left  abutment,  and  only  0.  ’>  foot  higher  than  the  crest  of  the  spillway 
at  the  right  abutment.  Since  the  low  point  in  the  top  of  the  dam  was  found  to 
be  near  the  location  of  the  original  stream  on  which  the  dam  was  constructed, 
it  is  possible  that  the  dam  has  settled,  perhaps  as  much  as  1.7  feet,  in  the 
vicinity  of  the  original  stream  crossing. 


The  portion  of  the  downstream  face  of  the  daw  which  had  not  been  plowed, 
about  one-third  of  the  area  of  the  slope,  was  located  in  the  vicinity  of  the 
left  abutment.  The  slope  in  this  area  was  covered  with  grass  which  was  about 
3  feet  high  at  the  time  of  inspection.  A  marshy  area  (see  Photo  5),  with  wet, 
soft  ground  and  cattails,  was  observed  at  the  toe  of  trie  downstream  slope 
extending  about  150  feet  from  the  original  stream  channel  toward  the  left 
abutment.  No  water  was  observed  flowing  from  the  area  at  the  time  of 
inspection  and,  therefore,  an  estimate  of  seepage  quantity  could  not  be  made. 

The  spillway  (see  Photo  3)  was  inspected  and  appeared  to  he  in  sound 
condition;  however,  the  spillway  crest  and  channel  had  also  been  plowed 
recently,  and  were  unprotected  from  erosion.  There  was  no  outlet  channel 
apparent  (see  Photo  A),  and  it  appeared  that  spillway  discharges  would  follow 
the  hillside  slope  away  from  the  embankment  toward  .a  natural  swale  located 
approximately  200  feet  downstream  of  the  dam. 

d.  .  Appurtenant  Structures.  No  appurtenant  structures  were  observed  at 
this  dam. 

e.  Oownstream  Channel.  The  downstream  channel  is  dish-shaped  and  grass- 
covered  to  a  point  about  400  feet  downstream  of  the  dam.  At  the  time  of  the 
inspection,  the  slopes  adjacent  to  this  section  of  the  channel  had  been 
recently  plowed.  Except  at  the  road  and  rail  crossings,  the  remainder  of  the 
channel  between  the  dam  and  the  Bourbeuse  'diver  i s  unimproved,  the  section  is 
irregular,  and  the  slopes  adiaoent  to  the  banks  are  primarily  grass-covered. 

f.  Reservoi r .  At  the  time  of  the  inspection,  the  slopes  adjacent  to  the 
reservoir  had  been  recently  plowed  and  the  water  within  the  reservoir  was 
cloudy.  The  lake  level  was  about  '•.?  fivt  below  the  crest  of  the  spillway. 

The  amount  of  sediment  within  the  lake  could  nut  !»•  determined  at  l be  time  of 
inspection;  however,  the  depth  of  sediment  at  the  upstream  end  of  the  lake, 
near  the  waterline,  was  measured,  and  the  maximum  depth  was  found  to  he 
approximately  8  inches.  It  is  not  expected  that  the  sediment  within  the  lake 
significantly  affects  the  storage  capacity  of  the  reservoir  since,  according 
to  Mr.  Richard  Brown,  the  slopes  are  normally  covered  with  grass  for  use  as 
pasture. 


3.2  EVALUATION 


The  deficiencies  observed  during  this  inspection  and  noted  herein  are  not 
considered  of  significant  importance  to  warrant  immediate  remedial  action. 
Considering  the  fact  that  the  elevation  of  the  spillway  crest  .and  the  low 
point  of  the  dam  crest  are  virtually  the  same,  it  is  evident  that  lake  outflow 
would  overtop  the  darn  at  approximately  the  elevation  of  the  spillway  crest. 
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SECTION  4  -  OPERATIONAL  [JROCFDIJRHS 


4.1  PROCEDURES 

The  reservoir  has  no  effective  spillway.  The  lake  surface  level  is 
governed  by  precipitation  runoff,  reservoir  storage  ovaporat!on,  and  seepage. 

4.2  MAINTENANCE  OF  DAM 

Accurding  to  Mr.  Nelson  Porter,  Earn  Mamge",  toe  grass  on  the  dan  .'ones 
and  crest  are  mowed  two  or  three  times  each,  year,  and  these  areas  no  plowed 
and  cultivated  every  three  years. 

4.3  MAINTENANCE  OF  OUTLET  OPERATING  FAC II.. 1 1  i ITS 

No  outlet  facilities  requiring  operation  exist  at  this  dam,  anil  there  is 

no  reservoir  regulation  plan. 

4.4  DESCRIPTION  OF  ANY  WARNING  SYSTEMS  IN  EFFECT 

The  inspection  did  not  reveal  the  existence  of'  a  dam  failure  warning 
system. 

4.5  EVALUATION 

The  turf  cover  on  the  dam  should  hi?  maintained  at  a  height  that  will  not 
hinder  inspection  of  tine  dam  or  conceal  animal  burrows.  However,  plowing  of 
the  dam  crest  and  slopes  leaves  the  structure  unprotected  from  erosion  by 
stormwater  runoff  and  spillway  releases.  Regular  maintenance  of  dam  features 
is  considered  beneficial  to  the  overall  sat'd  v  of  a  dam.  It  is  recommended 
that  the  practice  of  cultivating  the  dam  proper  !»■  discontinued,  since  the  dam 
is  left  without  turf  cover  during  the  ro-es*  ah1 i shment  period  and  is  subject 
to  erosion  which  can  impair  the  stability  of  the  structure. 
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5.1  EVA1.UATI0N  OF  FEATURES 

a.  Design  Data.  Design  date  ere  not  ivri  lib!.--. 

b.  Experience  Data. 

(1)  The  drainage  area  and  lake  .urfiee  -u-.-a  ware  determined  from  the 
1969  Moselle,  Missojri,  Quadrangle  Map.  The  pmpuitinns  and  dimensions  of  the 
spillway  and  dam  were  developed  from  surveys  made  during  the  inspection. 
Records  of  rainfall,  streamflow,  or  flood  data  for  the  watershed  were  not 
available. 

(2)  The  lake  Level  prior  to  the  beginning  of  all  antecedent  storms 
was  assumed  to  be  at  elevation  656.0  with  storage  equal  to  17.33  acre-feet. 
This  elevation  was  established  during  the  inspection  as  the  mean  annual  high 
lake  level,  as  determined  by  the  location  of  the  eroded  wave  terrace,  on  the 
upstream  face  of  the  dam.  Mr.  Nelson  Porter,  Farm  Manager  for  the  Owner, 
stated  that  the  maximum  lake  level  experienced  to  date  was  about  2.5  feet 
below  the  spillway  crest,  or  approximately  elevation  667.3. 

As  specified  by  the  St.  Louis  District,  Corps  of  Engineers,  f'or  the  one 
percent  chance  ( 100-year  frequency)  storm,  the  ana  -n !•  -nl.  24 -hour  runoff  was 
assumed  to  be  0.40  inch.  The  computed  volume  of  runoff  for  the  ante-;-.- lent, 
storm  amounted  to  0.99  acre-feet,  resulting  in  aecunvj’  a*  "d  s’oruue  ‘-qu  . !  to 
18.32  acre-feet  at  elevation  656.3  at  the  neginuing  it  toe  me  percent  chance 
(100-year  frequency)  storm. 

In  accordance  with  the  hydrnlogi  -/hydraul  e-  stand  mis  of  the  .*  .  1  -  ii 
Oistrict,  Corps  of  Engineers,  fur  the  fW  rati  j  storms,  in  anti.-e> •>},••,*.  •farm 
equal  to  one-half  the  PMF  ratio  event  was  assumed  t.a  n recode  th»  PMi  rat  - 
storm  by  four  days.  This  PMF  ratio  antecedent  storm  was  then  mated  ‘hmwjh 
the  reservoir.  The  antecedent  storm,  which  when  combined  with  the  *°MF  ratio 
storm  fills  the  reservoir  to  the  point  of  overtopping,  correspond-,  to  about 
4.5  percent  of  the  PMF  lake  inflow.  As  a  result  of  this  antecedent  storm,  the 


level  of  the  lake  at  the  beginning  of  the  b  percent  PMF  ratio  storm  was 
determined  to  be  elevation  66  7.  A. 

For  the  50  percent  PMF  storm,  an  antecedent  ■ . to •  i an  of  '/'>  |:iercent  PMF 
magnitude  was  assumed.  Thi'-  storm  was  muted  through  the  lake  and  it  was 
found  that  the  dam  was  overtopped  hy  0.5  feet,  and  that  the  lake  level  receded 
to  the  assumed  top  of  dam  level,  elevation  660.0  by  the  end  of  the  second 
day.  Experience  indicates  that  a  similar  analysis  for  the  100  percent  PMF 
storm,  using  an  c.ntecedent  storm  of  50  percent  fJMF  magnitude  would  also  result 
in  dam  overtopping  with  the  level  of  the  lake  receding  to  the  elevation  of  the 

assumed  top  of  dam  within  two  days.  The  lake  surface  at  the  beginning  of  the 

50  percent  and  100  percent  PMF  storm  events  was  therefore  taken  as  the  level 

of  the  assumed  top  of  dam,  elevation  660.0.  Failure  of  the  dam  due  to 

overtopping  by  the  25  percent  or  50  percent  antecedent  storms  was  not  assumed 
to  occur  in  these  investigations  of  overtopping  hy  the  50  percent  PMF  and  100 
percent  PMF  events. 

(3)  According  to  the  St.  Louis  District,  Corps  of  Engineers,  the 
estimated  flood  damage  zone,  should  failure  of  the  dam  occur,  extends  two 
miles  downstream  of  the  dam. 

c.  Visual  Observations. 

(1)  The  spillway,  a  shallow,  broad-crested,  V-shaped  excavated  earth 
section,  is  located  at  the  right  abutment.  The  elevation  of  the  spillway 
crest  was  found  to  be  only  0.1  foot  lower  than  the  top  of  the  dam  near  the 
left  end  of  the  structure  and  0.3  foot  lower  than  the  darn  crest  near  the 
center  of  the  barrier. 

(2)  No  lake  drawdown  facility  is  provided. 

(3)  Mr.  Nelson  Porter,  Farm  Manager  for  the  Owner,  stated  that  the 
dam  and  surrounding  areas  are  cultivated  for  pasture  approximately  every  three 
years.  At  the  time  of  the  inspection,  the  dam  proper  including  the  spillway 
and  areas  surrounding  the  reservoir  had  recently  been  plowed. 
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d. 


1 


Overtopping  Potential.  The  reservoir  is  not  capable  of  storing  the 
runoff  resulting  from  the  probable  maximum  flood,  or  one-half  the  probable 
maximum  flood  without  overtopping  the  dam  (lake  surface  at  spillway  crest 
elevation  660.0  at  ben'nning  of  50  percent  PMF  and  PMF  storms).  The  reservoir 
is  adequate,  however,  to  contain  the  runoff  from  the  one  percent  chance 
(100-year  frequency)  storm  without  overtopping  the  dam  (lake  suface  at 
elevation  656.3  at  beginning  01  the  one  percent  chance  storm). 

(Note:  The  data  appearing  in  the  followin'-  table  w<-re  extracted  from  the 

computer  output  data  appearing  in  Appendix  M.  Decimal  values  have  been 
rounded  to  the  nearest  one- tenth  in  order  to  prevent,  assumption  of  unwarranted 
accuracy. ) 

Mix.  Depth  (Ft. T  Duration  of 
Q-Peak  Max.  Lake  of  Flow  over  Dam  Overtopping  of 

Ratio  of  PMF  Outflow  (cfs‘>  W.S.  Flev.  ( li  lev.  660.0)  Darn  (Hours) 


0.  50 

351 

6ul  .0 

1  .0 

?/i .  0 

1.00 

750 

661  .? 

1  .2 

26.0 

1%  Chance 

0 

660.(1 

0.0 

0.0 

Due  to  the  obvious  erosion  potential  of  the  dam  and  the  fact  that  very 
little  difference  exists  between  the  top  of  dam  elevation  and  the  spillway 
crest  elevation,  the  effective  elevation  of  the  top  of  dam  was  considered  to 
be  the  elevation  of  the  spillway  crest,  elevation  660.0.  The  reservoir  was 
found  capable  of  storing,  above  the  level  of  the  assumed  antecedent  storm,  the 
runoff  corresponding  to  a  storm  of  about  n  percent  of  the  probable  maximum 
flood  inflow  without  overtopping  the  dam.  During  peak  flow  of  one-half  the 
probable  maximum  flood,  the  recommended  spillway  design  flood,  the  greatest 
depth  of  flow  over  the  dam  is  projected  to  be  1.0  foot  and  overtopping  will 
extend  over  almost  the  entire  length  of  the  dam. 

e.  Evaluation .  Experience  with  embankments  constructed  of  similar 
material  (a  silty  lean  clay  of  low-f o-medi urn  plasticity)  to  that  used  to 
construct  this  dam  has  shown  evidence  that  under  certain  conditions,  such  as 
high  velocity  flow,  the  material  can  he  very  credible.  Such  a  condition 
exists  during  the  PMF  when  large  lake  outflow,  accompanied  hy  high  flow 
velocities,  occurs.  For  the  PMF  condition  where  the  depth  of  flow  over  the 


effective  top  of  dam,  a  maximum  of  1.2  feet,  and  the  duration  nf  flow  over  the 
dam,  a  minimum  of  24  hour--.,  are  considerable,  damage  hy  erosion  to  Liie  dam  is 
expected.  The  extent  of  these  damages  is  not  predictable;  however,  there  is 
a  possibility  that  they  could  result  in  failure  by  erosion  of  the  dam.  A 
similar  and  nearly  as  severe  condition  also  exists  during  one-half  the  (W 
event . 

f.  Reference .  Procedures  and  data  for  determining  the  probable  maximum 
flood,  the  100-year  frequency  flood,  and  the  flow  passing  over  the  dam  crest 
are  presented  on  pages  B-l  and  8-2  nf  Appendix  B.  Listings  of  the  HEO-1  (Oain 
Safety  Version)  input  data  for  the  ''  percent  probable  maximum  flood,  the 
probable  maximum  flood,  and  the  one  percent  chance  (100-year  frequency)  flood 
are  shown  on  pages  8-3  through  B-o.  Computer  output  data,  including  unit 
hydrograph  ordinates,  tabulation  of  L*MF  rainfall,  loss  and  inflow  data  are 
shown  on  pages  B-7  through  B-10;  tabulation  of  lake  surface  area,  elevation 
and  storage  volume  is  shown  on  page  B-ll  and  tabulations  titled  "Summary  of 
0am  Safety  Analysis"  for  the  R  percent  PMF,  the  SO  and  100  percent  PMF,  and 
the  one  percent  chance  (100-year  frequency)  flood  are  shown  on  pages  B-ll  and 
B-12 . 


SECTION  (  -  SIRUCTUKAt  ‘IT  AMD  I  I V 

6.1  EVALUATION  OF  STRUCTURAL  STABILITY 

a.  Visual  Observation.  Visual  observations  of  conditions  which 
adversely  affect  the  structural  stability  of  the  dam  are  discussed  in  Section 
3,  paragraph  3.1c. 

b.  Dos  i  gn  and  Construction  Dai  i.  No  dc  jgn  or  construct  ion  data 
relating  to  the  structural  stability  of  tiv  dam  are  known  to  exist.  Seepage 
and  stability  analyses  comparable  to  the  requirements  of  the  "Recommended 
Guidelines  for  Safety  Inspection  of  Dams"  were  not  available,  which  is 
considered  a  deficiency.  These  seepage  and  stability  analyses  should  he 
performed  for  appropriate  loading  conditions  (ineluling  earthquake  loads)  and 
made  a  matter  of  record. 

c.  Operating  Records.  No  appurtenant  structures  or  facilities  requiring 
operation  exist  at  this  dam.  According  to  Mr.  Nelson  Porter,  Farm  Manager  for 
the  Owner,  no  records  are  kept  of  the  lake  level,  spillway  discharge,  darn 
settlement,  or  seepage.  Mr.  Porter  did  report  that  the  highest  level 
experienced  by  the  lake  was  about  ?.‘>  feet  below  the  elevation  of  the  spillway 
crest . 

d.  Post  Construction  Changes.  Mr.  Porter  reported  that  no  post 
construction  changes  have  been  made  or  have  occurred  that,  would  affect:  the 
structural  stability  of  the  dam.  A  possible  exception  is  the  suspected 
settlement  of  the  dam  that  has  occurred  in  th>-  vicinity  of  the  original  streim 
crossi ng. 

e.  Seismic  Stability.  Trie  dam  is  !n<\ii  within  a  /.me  !!  .eh ode 
probability  aiea.  An  earthquake  if  t  his  m  ipn :  1  ud>  would  not  be  expected  '  > 
cause  structural  damage  to  a  well  coor.l  nich’d  earth  dam  of  this  si/e  provided 
that  static  stability  conditions  ire  sat  is  factory  and  conventional  safety 
margins  exist.  However,  it  is  recommended  that  the  prescribed  seismic  loading 
for  this  zone  be  applied  in  any  stability  analyses  performed  for  this  dam. 
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SECTION  7  -  ASSESSMENT  .WMF  i )  I  At  MEASURES 


7.1  OAM  ASSESSMENT 

a.  Safety.  As  previously  i  ml  i .?  at  tv.  I ,  toe  .•<:  .Ling  spillway  was 
considered  to  be  ineffective  and  not  capable  of  ifely  passing  lake  outflow 
without  overtopping  the  dam.  As.  i  r-siulf  of  t  i ; i •  -  assumption,  only  the  runoff 
corresponding  to  the  available  st  i  :•  »•  >•  w  M  i  1 1 . ;  . ..  r-.s  :vui:  u*.  the  time  d  the 
storm  event  under  consider  d  inn,  'un  he  • .  »•'*.- ‘  ■•!.:;  al  ■  ■  !.  Elm id  . ■  vt.s ; l  ■ .  hi 
excess  of  the  available  storage  w* •  p •  un. •  i  ;  iivd  «* *  t.l n •  bum.  A  hydrologic 
analysis  of  the  lake  watershed  area,  r..  discus:,  -d  in  Section  b,  paragraph 
5. Id,  indicates  that  for  storm  r  urn  id  of  nne-ivil  f  the  probable  maximum  flood 
magnitude  (the  recommended  spillway  design  fin;  id) ,  •lie  dam  would  he 
overtopped.  A  similar  analysis  indicated  tin!  In-*  : esc: voir  is  capable  of 
containing  the  runoff  from  a  storm  of  about,  o  percent  of  the  probable  maximum 
flood  inflow,  and  fur  all  practical  purposes,  tin  runoff  resulting  from  the  1 
percent  (100-year  frequency)  flood  without,  overt upping  the  dam. 

Seepage  and  stability  analyses  of  the  dam  were  not  available  for  review, 
and  therefore,  no  judgment  could  be  made  with  respect  to  the  structural 
stability  of  the  dam. 

Several  items  were  noticed  during  the  visual  inspection  that  could 
adversely  affect  the  safety  of  the  dam.  These  items  inclule  the  lack  of 
protection  from  erosion  on  the  crest  md  slopes  of  I  no  dam,  settlement' , 
seepage,  and  small  trees  on  the  upstream  face  o  t.h*  dam. 
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the  watershed  and  capacity  at  the  reservoir  wee  ha-i-d  m  u  hydro  log  it:/ 
hydraulic  study  as  indicated  in  beet  inn  s.  '  ep.igr  ami  si  ,Tn i  i  t.v  analyse 
comparable  to  the  regui  rement  t  ut  "Reeninmeiv |e  !  r.aih  •' iiv  .  for  Safety 
Inspection  of  Dams"  were  not  available,  which  is  i'nn,i  it •  red  a  deficiency. 
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r.»r.  Minn  ’ni  I  in  u.ainip'ioh  7.2  for  "be 


c.  Urgency  ■  The  remedial  measure', 
items  concerning  the  safety  of  the  com  no  tel  in  pare  lrnph  /.’a  should  hi- 
accoffip]  ished  without  undue  delay.  Priority  should  be  given  to  inereasuiq  the 
height  of  the  dam  and/or  spillway  capacity. 

d.  Necessity  for  Phase  II.  Based  on  the  results  of  the  Phase  1 
inspection,  a  Phase  II  investigation  is  not  recommended . 

e.  Seismic  Stability.  The  dam  is  located  within  a  Zone  II  seismic 
probability  area.  An  earthquake  of  this  magnitude  would  not  be  expected  to 
cause  structural  damage  to  a  well  constructed  earth  dam  of  this  size  provided 
that  static  stability  conditions  are  satisfactory  and  conventional  safety 
margins  exist.  However,  it  is  recommended  that  the  prescribed  seismic  loading 
for  this  zone  be  applied  in  any  stability  analyses  performed  for  this  dam. 

7.2  REMEDIAL  MEASURES 

a.  Recommen.dat ions .  The  following  actions  an?  recommended: 

(1)  Based  upon  critre  ia  sol  forth  in  Lite  rer, amended  guide!  incs, 
spillway  size  and/or  height  of  dam  should  be  increased  in  order  tc  pass  lake 
outflow  resulting  from  a  shorn  of  nureh.i’f  the  orohaVile  maximum  flood 
magnitude,  the  recommended  spillway  design  flood  for  this  dam.  In  oi flier 
case,  the  spillway  should  he  protect t  to  prevent  erosion. 

(2)  ubtain  the  necessary  soil  data  and  perform  dam  seepage  and 
stability  analyses  in  order  to  determine  the  structural  stability  of  the  dam 
for  all  operational  conditions.  Seepage  and  stability  analyses  should  he 
performed  by  a  qualified  professional  engineer  experienced  in  the  design  and 
construction  of  earthen  dams. 

(5)  Restore  the  dam  crest  to  a  uniform  elevation  and  muni  tor  the  ton 
of  the  dam  through  the  area  of  suspected  settlement  in  order  to  determine  the 
extent  of  possible  future  settlement,  and  the  remedial  work  required  to 
compensate  for  such  settlement.  In  any  event,  the  event,  of  the  dam  should  be 
uniform  throughout  without  low  areas  that  reduce  dam  freeboard  and  penalize 
spi  1 1 way  capacity. 
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b.  Operations  and  Maintenance  i'roeedures.  The  following  0  &  M 

Procedures  are  recommended: 

(1)  Restore  and  maintain  a  grass  cover  on  the  darn  crest  ami  slopes 
to  prevent  erosion  by  stormwater  nnoff.  Also  restore  the  eroded  material 
along  the  upstream  face  of  the  dam  and  provide  some  form  of  protection  other 
than  grass  at  and  above  the  normal  waterline  in  order  to  prevent  erosion  hy 
wave  action  or  by  fluctuations  of  the  lake  level.  A  grass  covered  slope  is 
not  considered  adeguate  protection  to  prevent  erosion  by  wave  action  or  by  a 
fluctuating  lake  level.  Loss  of  embankment  material  by  erosion  can  be 
detrimental  to  the  structural  stability  of  the  lam. 

(2)  Provide  some  means  of  controlling  seepage  evident  in  the  area 
adjacent  to  the  downstream  toe  between  the  left  abutment  and  the  original 
stream  channel.  Uncontrolled  seepage  can  lead  to  a  piping  condition 
(progressive  internal  erosion)  which  could  resui!'  in  the  failure:  af  the  o.jm. 
Drainage  of  the  areas  affected  by  seepage  should  be  one  of  the  objectives  of 
the  seepage  control  measures  since  saturation  of  the  soil  weakens  the 
foundation  which  could  impair  the  stability  of  (he  dam. 

(3)  Remove  the  trees  from  the  upstream  face  of  the  dam.  Tree  roots 
can  provide  passageways  for  lake  seepage  which  could  lead  to  a  piping 
condition  and  subsequent  failure  of  the  dam. 

(A)  Provide  maintenance  of  all.  areas  of  the  dam  and  spillway  on  a 
regularly  scheduled  basis  in  order  to  insure  features  of  being  in  satisfactory 
operational  condition. 

(3)  A  detailed  inspection  of  the  dam  should  be  instituted  on  a 
regular  basis  by  an  engineer  experienced  in  the  design  and  const. motion  of 
dams.  It  is  also  recommended,  for  future  reference,  ttiat.  records  be  kept,  of 
all  inspections  made  and  remedial  measures  taken. 
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APPENDIX  Li 

HYDROLOGIC  AND  HYDRAULIC  ANALYSES 


HYDRO LOCI'-  AND  HYDRAULIC  COMPUTATIONS 


1.  The  HEC-1  Dam  Safety  Version  (July  1978,  Modi fi pH  26  February  1979) 
program  was  used  to  develop  inflow  and  outflow  hydroqraphs  and  dam  overtopping 
analyses,  with  hydrologic  inputs  as  follows: 

a.  Probable  maximum  precipitation  (200  sq.  mile,  24-hour  value  equals 
25.4  inches)  from  Hydrometeorological  Report  No.  53.  The 
precipitation  data  used  in  the  analysis  nf  the  1  percent  O 00-year 
flood)  was  provided  by  the  St.  Louis  District,  Corps  of  Engineers. 

b.  Drainage  area  -  0.047  square  miles  =  50  acres. 

c.  SCS  parameters: 

N  /  1  )  ni  1  >1.  58!’ 

Time  of  Concentration  (Tcy  -  ■-  0.075  hours 

H 

Where:  Tc  -  Travel  time  of  water  from  hydraulically  most  distant 
point  to  point  of  interest,  hours. 

L  -  Length  of  longest  watercourse  ::  0.180  mi  be:. 

H  =  Elevation  difference  =  82  feet. 

The  time  of  concentration  (T  )  was  obtained  using  Method  C  as 

c 

described  in  Figure  30,  "Design  of  Small  Dams",  by  the  United  States 
Department  of  the  Interior,  Bureau  of  Reclamation,  and  was  verified 
using  average  channel  velocity  estimates  and  watercourse  lengths. 


Lag  time  =  0.04A  hours  (0.60  T  ) 


Hydrologic  soil  group  =  40?;;  Menfro  (B)  and  60%  Duck  lick  (C)  per 

unpublished  SCS  County  Soil  Report 


Soil  type  CN  =  75  (AMC  II,  100-yr  flood  condition) 
88  (AMC  111,  PMf  coni  lit  inn) 


2.  For  all  practical  purposes,  there  is  no  '.pillway. 


3.  The  profile  of  the  dam  crest  is  irregular  and  flow  over  the  dam  cannot 
be  determined  by  application  of  conventional  wir  formulas.  Crest  length  and 
elevation  data  for  the  dam  crest,  including  the  intended  spillway  section, 
were  entered  into  the  HEC-1  Program  on  the  $L  and  $V  cards.  The  program 
assumes  that  flow  over  the  darn  crest  section  occurs  at  critical  depth  and 
computes  internally  tire  flow  over  the  dam  crest. 
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